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Sir: 

PRE-APPEAL BRIEF REQUEST FOR REVIEW 

The Applicants have carefully considered this Application in connection with the 
Examiner's Final Rejection in an Office Action mailed March 8, 2006, and respectfully request a 
pre-appeal brief review of this application in view of the following remarks. 



REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

The Applicants originally submitted Claims 1 -42 in the application. Claims 8 and 1 8 have 
been cancelled. Accordingly, Claims 1-7, 9-17 and 19-42 are currently pending in the application. 
The Examiner has indicated that Claims 21-42 are allowable and that Claims 9 and 19 would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form. (See Office Action, page 4.) The Applicants assert that 
pending claims 1-7, 10-17 and 20 are also allowable. 
I. Rejection of Claims 1-7, 10-17 and 20 under 35 U.S.C. § 102 

The Examiner has rejected Claims 1-7, 10-17 and 20 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,347,347 Bl to Brown, et al The Applicants respectfully traverse 
the rejection, because Brown does not teach each and every element of independent Claims 1 and 1 1 . 

Claims 1 and 11 include the element "a programmable logic core having an array of 
dynamically configurable arithmetic logic units." The Examiner has cited FIGs. 1 and 2, and column 
4 lines 36-47 as teaching this element. The Applicants respectfully submit that the Examiner is 
incorrect. Brown teaches an architecture for a network interface card 14 having an ASIC 16. (See 
FIG. 1, col. 1, line 63-col. 2, line 2.) The ASIC 16 includes a processor 28. (See FIG. 1, col. 2, lines 
12-16.) The internal architecture of the processor 28 is shown in FIG. 2. This figure, and supporting 
text, describes a processor core 30 and various bus drivers (80, 82, 84), read buffers (72, 74), address 
registers (90, 92 94, 96) and a multiplexer 98. (See column 4, line 36, et seq.) 

In a telephone interview conducted with the Applicants' agent, the Examiner indicated that he 
interpreted such structural details as teaching an ALU. The Applicants strongly disagree with this 
interpretation. One of ordinary skill in the art understands that an ALU includes functional units 
providing the means to add and subtract, and perform bit shifting operations, among others. Brown 
does not teach any such functional units in the portions cited by the Examiner. Moreover, even if the 



architecture of FIG. 2 taught an ALU, which it does not, it is silent with respect to an array of such 
ALUs, and whether an ALU is dynamically configurable. While it is true that the Examiner may 
apply the broadest reasonable meaning of the words in the claim, he is constrained to apply the 
reasonable meaning of the words of the claim as they would be understood by one of ordinary skill in 
the art. That is not the case here. One of ordinary skill in the art would understand that Brown does 
not teach the limitations at issue. 

Thus, Claims 1 and 1 1 are novel over Brown. Accordingly, the Applicants respectfully 
request that the Examiner withdraw the rejection of Claims 1-7, 10-17 and 20 under 35 U.S.C. § 
102(e) and allow issuance thereof. 
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II. Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing remarks, the Applicants now see all of the Claims currently 
pending in this application to be in condition for allowance and therefore earnestly solicit a Notice of 
Allowance for Claims 1-7, 10-17 and 20. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any fees connected with this 
communication or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 08-2395. 

The Applicants request the Examiner to telephone the undersigned attorney of record at (972) 
480-8800 if such would further or expedite the prosecution of the present application. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Registration No. 33,182 



Dated: April 26, 2006 



P.O. Box 832570 
Richardson, Texas 75083 
(972) 480-8800 



